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Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) EH Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) C] Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070912 



Application/Control Number: 10/823,754 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2621 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Regarding claim 5, the word polyimde is misspelled and bakelite should 
capitalized. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-3, and 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Paffetal., US-4,833,564. 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Paff teaches a speed dome (fig. 3), comprising: a monitor 
module used to shoot nearby scenes (camera; fig. 1B: 14); a plurality of position- 
controlling devices used to control a horizontal angle and a vertical angle of the monitor 
module (Paff discloses a circuit board develops the control signals for the lens assembly 
and the pan and tilt motors. It communicates with these components via respective 
connectors; column 6 line 29-41. Further the examiner notes that the combination of the 
circuit board, pan and tilt connectors and the motors provide a position controlling 
device); and a plurality of bracing plates used to brace the monitor module (Paff 
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discloses plates, 5, 7 and 7b and 7b"; column 3 line 41-47, column 4 line 1-10), the 
bracing plates having a circuit disposed thereon (Paff, printed circuit control board 42 
supported on the plate 7; column 6 line 29-31), wherein the circuit is used to drive the 
monitor module and the position-controlling devices, and the bracing plates are circuit 
printed boards (PCBs). 

5. Regarding claim 2, Paff teaches wherein the monitor module is a charge-coupled 
device (CCD)(column 5 line 64-67 to column 6 line 1-4). 

6. Regarding claim 3, Paff teaches wherein the position-controlling devices further 
comprise two motors respectively used for controlling the horizontal angle and the 
vertical angle (Paff, pan and tilt motors; column 6 line 32-34 and fig. 1A: 11 and 19. The 
examiner notes that by controlling the pan and tilt of the camera would provide 
controlling the vertical (tilt) and horizontal (pan) angles made from the camera position). 

7. Regarding claim 5, Paff teaches wherein the bracing plates are made of bakelite, 
pottery, paper-based material, metal, polyester, polyimde or thermoplastic material (Paff 
discloses the plate 5 is metal; column 3 line 40-42). 

8. Regarding claim 6, Paff teaches wherein the circuit comprises a camera control 
unit and a position control unit (Paff discloses where the data control develops the 
control signals for the lens assembly 13 and the pan and tilt motors 1 1 and 19; column 6 
line 30-37. Further the examiner notes that the combination of the circuit board, pan and 
tilt connectors and the motors provide a position controlling device. Further disclosed 
by Paff is that the configuration allows the lens assembly and pan and tilt motors to be 
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controlled so as to effect panning and tilting of the field of view of the assembly column 
6 line 49-49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 4, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Paff. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 4, Paff is silent with respect to wherein the bracing plates are 
made of fiberglass. However, Paff does disclose the plates are made from metal. It 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the well know material of fiberglass with a structural support. As evidence by 
Cheng et al., US-5,386,626 where a fiberglass reinforcing plate is disclosed; see 
abstract. 

Conclusion 

12. The referenced citations made in the rejection(s) above are intended to exemplify 
areas in the prior art document(s) in which the examiner believed are the most relevant 
to the claimed subject matter. However, it is incumbent upon the applicant to analyze 
the prior art document(s) in its/their entirety since other areas of the document(s) may 
be relied upon at a later time to substantiate examiner's rationale of record. A prior art 
reference must be considered in its entirety, i.e., as a whole, including portions that 
would lead away from the claimed invention. W.L Gore & associates, Inc. v. Garlock, 
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Inc. . 721 F.2d 1540, 220 USPQ 303 (Fed. Cir. 1983), cert, denied, 469 U.S. 851 (1984). 
However, "the prior art's mere disclosure of more than one alternative does not 
constitute a teaching away from any of these alternatives because such disclosure does 
not criticize, discredit, or otherwise discourage the solution claimed...." In re Fulton , 391 
F.3d 1195, 1201, 73 USPQ2d 1141, 1146 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Paolantonio et al., US-6, 913,403 B2 - Integrated enclosure and controller for 

video surveillance camera. 

Coutta et al., US-7, 337,482 A - Surveillance system. 

Duncan etal., US-6, 21 5,597 B1 - Apparatus for forming a plurality of subimages 
having different characteristics. 

Zantos et al., US-6,476,856 B1 - Orbit camera housing. 

Stiepel et al., US-5,394,209 A - Surveillance device with eyeball assembly and 

pivotably mountable carriage assembly. 

Coutta et al., US-4,326,218 A - Surveillance system. 

Gota et al., US-5,560,174 A - Connector. 

Sergeant et al., US — 5,627,616 - Surveillance camera system. 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jessica Roberts whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
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1821 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00 EST Monday-Friday, Alt 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jessica M. Roberts/ 
09-12-2007 




MEHRDAD DASTOURI 
SUPERVISORY RATENT EXAMINER 



